As regular reading of any newspaper shows, violent interactions between the sexes are common in most human societies and often involve aggression directed by men at women. However, the recognition that aggressive interactions between males and females are widespread in non-human animals, and that males commonly use them to increase reproductive access to females is relatively recent and has yet to be extensively explored. Chacma baboons live in stable groups that include multiple breeding females and several breeding males that compete for opportunities to mate. A new study in a recent issue of Current Biology by Baniel, Cowlishaw and Huchard [1] shows that males direct violent aggression at females at times when the females are relatively likely to conceive. These attacks can lead to serious wounding and a high proportion of injuries sustained by cycling females are a consequence of male aggression ( Figure 1 ). Although female chacma baboons are no more likely to mate with male aggressors in the immediate aftermath of an aggressive encounter, they are more likely to be guarded during their period of peak receptivity by males that have previously directed aggression at them. This suggests that aggression directed at females by particular males during earlier stages of the same reproductive cycle may intimidate females and increase the probability that they will comply with sexual advances from the aggressive male in the later stages of the same cycle.
Baniel et al. [1] were able to exclude the alternative explanation that females mate preferentially with aggressive males by showing that the frequency with which females are guarded by different males during the period when they are likely to conceive is not related to the overall frequency with which males direct aggression at females. However, they cannot exclude the possibility that the correlations they find occur because males differ in their motivation to mate with particular females, which might generate relationships between the frequency with which particular males interact and consort with different females at different stages of their cycle. As a result, the authors stress that they cannot be certain that there is a causal link to previous aggression by males and their chances of mating with particular females, though it appears very likely that this is the case.
The work on baboons by Baniel et al. [1] extends previous evidence in chimpanzees that males use aggression to intimidate females and that male aggression has effects on mating success that extend beyond the immediate context of interactions [2] [3] [4] [5] . Though it has been suggested that females may favour mating with aggressive males, the study of Baniel et al. [1] suggests that they show no such preference. Their study adds to an increasing body of evidence that male mammals commonly use coercion to increase their breeding success ( Figure 2 ) [6, 7] . In many species, this involves prolonged and persistent courtship, harassment or forced copulation but, as Baniel et al. [1] show, it can also involve more complex behavioural strategies, including intimidatory aggression directed at females that have not yet reached the stage of their cycles where they are likely to conceive and the punishment of females that consort or mate with other males. In addition, males may increase their breeding opportunities by Figure 1 . A male chacma baboon attacking a female.
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manipulating the probability and timing of female conception -for example, by killing dependent offspring this reduces latency to the female's next conception [8] [9] [10] .
It is worth identifying the circumstances under which males are likely to use coercion to achieve mating success. In many cases, males use coercive tactics where they are competing with other males for matings and are likely to lose mating opportunities to older or more dominant individuals unless they mate rapidly. For example, in some seals, where dominant males defend mating territories on breeding beaches, younger males lurk in the shallows and attempt to coerce females into mating before they reach the breeding beach [11] . Similarly, in orangutans, where dominant males defend extensive territories, and subordinate males may live within the territories of dominants, subordinates frequently attempt to coerce females into mating [12, 13] . As might be expected, coercive male tactics appear to be most common in species with polygynous breeding systems (where multiple females breed with one male) or polygynandrous systems (where both males and females commonly mate with multiple partners). In both these groups of species, younger males are often excluded from breeding regularly by older, larger or more dominant individuals, and frequently resort to coercive tactics when they encounter females in order to minimise mating time and the chance that copulation will be interrupted by the arrival of a more dominant male. In contrast, male coercion appears to be relatively uncommon in monogamous mammals where males defend individual females or the ranges they occupy and immediate competition between males for mating opportunities is reduced. The prevalence of polygynous and polygynandrous breeding systems in mammals and their comparative rarity in birds [7] may help to explain why male coercion appears to be more frequent in mammals than in birds, though an additional possibility is that the greater mobility of female birds allows them to escape more easily from coercive males, reducing pay-offs of coercive tactics to males.
It is sometimes seen as surprising that males often adopt strategies that inflict damage on females or reduce the survival of their offspring. In fact, this is entirely unsurprising: intimidation and punishment are only likely to constrain female behaviour effectively if they involve costs to females. As attacks on females seldom generate important costs to males and any reduction in their fitness caused by reductions in fitness of their partners is likely to be trivial compared to the potential benefits of increases in mating success, selection is often likely to favour the evolution of coercive behavior in males in polygynous and polygynandrous species [6] . The benefits of coercive tactics to breeding males are likely to be much lower in monogamous species where one male guards a single female -unless they are used in circumstances in which males are mating with other partners and coercion can increase the number of females they mate with. Moreover, in many monogamous species, the survival and breeding success of their partners is a major determinant of a male's fitness so that the costs to males of coercive tactics that damage females are likely to be higher.
In many mammals where females are likely to be subjected to coercion by males, females have evolved tactics that minimise the capacity of males to control them. For example, in spotted hyenas, the vagina of females opens through the clitoris and it is virtually impossible for males to force females into mating with them unless they are compliant [14, 15] . In other species, females that are the target of coercion by younger males give calls that attract dominant males or form alliances against them with other females [9, 16] .
What does all this mean for our own species? It would not be surprising if male coercion of females was common in early hominins that lived in social groups that included multiple males. Nor should it surprise us that male coercion sometimes occurs in contemporary human societies. So too, does murder -but neither are grounds for condonement. In contrast to other social animals, humans live in groups whose members enforce norms and social contracts that restrict actions that harm other group members -including murder, rape and sexual coercion -and prohibitions on these actions are often reinforced by belief in all-seeing deities [17] . The existence of social agreements and contracts and the punishment of transgressors by other group members or their representatives are defining characteristics of human societies and individuals that engage in extreme forms Insects are capable of spectacular achievements through collective behavior, but examples of such behavior in fruit flies are rare. New research indicates that Drosophila larvae engage in coordinated digging to feed collectively.
Cooperation is key to the existence and success of many societies. The combined work of thousands of ants gives rise to complex colonies that compete in relative size with human cities. Primates can favor cooperation over competition [1] and humans have learned to team up to achieve incredible constructions from the first 'skyscrapers' erected to entomb Egyptian pharaohs to the artificial archipelago of Palm Jumeirah. To feed and reproduce, bark beetles coordinate group attacks on individual trees [2] ; without synchronizing their actions, beetles would not menace the defense of a tree. Isolated ants would not displace sand in a noticeable way and solitary human beings would not rule over the animal kingdom. While elementary rules underlying cooperative behavior have been examined quantitatively [3] , their molecular and cellular underpinnings remain elusive and difficult to study in animals that are not traditional genetic model organisms. A new paper by Dombrovski et al. [4] , published in this issue of Current Biology, reports the unexpected social nature of feeding behavior in the Drosophila melanogaster larva ( Figure 1A ). This finding opens new exciting opportunities for elucidating the neural and evolutionary bases of collective animal behavior [5] .
Upon hatching from an egg, a fly larva's raison d'eˆtre is feeding. In four days, a larva must increase its body mass by a factor of x200 [6] -a feat nearly equivalent to the foolish wish of the frog that aimed to be as big as an ox in Jean de La Fontaine's tale. Larval feeding involves the production and egestion of digestive
